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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed April 24, 2009 have been fiiUy considered but they are not 

persuasive. 

2. Regarding applicant's first point (1) in their response, applicant argues that Ito (Japanese 
Publ. No. (JP 05-083625) fails to disclose the claimed "notifying the subject". However, the 
Examiner is interpreting the popping up of the flash when a still image is instructed (paragraph 
0007) to be the "visually notifying a subject". In much the same way a flashing light would 
notify the subject, the popping up of a flash would also notify the subject. 

3. As to applicant's second point (2), applicant argues that by modifying the flash of Ito to 
emit a light to notify a user of a still image capture during the moving image capture, one could 
not easily modify the flash to emit a flash for the still image capture. Firstly, providing for 
"special provisions" is not a requirement of an obviousness combination. An obviousness 
combination only requires that one of ordinary skill in the art could modify the invention based 
on the secondary reference. As applicant has pointed out ways in which this can be done, 
applicant admits that it could easily be modified. Secondly, applicant assumes that the 
Examiner's combination of Ito and Konno is directed toward modifying the flash of Ito to emit 
the light of Konno. However, the Konno reference was used to show a different way or an 
additional way of visually notifying a user of a still image capture. Thus, the Examiner's 
obviousness rejection was used to show a different way or additional way in which a user could 
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be notified and that one of ordinary skill in the art could have easily replaced or included Ito's 
notification with Konno's notification. 

4. With regard to applicant's third point (3), applicant argues that since Ito discloses that the 
flash is only used under certain photographing conditions, he fails to disclose "notifying a subject 
that a photographic operation of a still image is to be performed". However, the claim language 
does not state that the notification has to be done for every still image. Thus, if it is done for 
only one still image capture ever, it still meets the claim language. Furthermore, Ito is silent on 
what the "photographing conditions" are. It could be the capture of a still image. 

5. Regarding applicant's fourth and fifth point (4) (5), applicant argues that the flash and 
movie Ught operation do not read on the claimed invention. The Examiner fails to see how the 
operation of the movie light for focusing has any impact on the combination of Ito and Konno. It 
is the light of Konno that is used as the notification in the combination. 

6. As for the Konno reference, applicant argues that there is no disclose of a half-press of 
the shutter button and argues that Figiire 9 does not show a half-press and a full-press. However, 
one of ordinary skill in the art would recognize that the notations of SWl and SW2 when used in 
conjunction with a single shutter button are notoriously well known to represent a half-press and 
a full-press of the single shutter button. Numerous prior art examples exist showing a single 
shutter button with SWl and SW2 notations for a half-press and full-press. See U.S. Patent Nos. 
5,231,446 (col. 8, line 61-col. 9, line 9), 5,598,242 (col. 5, lines 43-54), and 6,919,927 (col. 3, 
lines 14-30). 

7. For the reasons stated above, the rejections from the previous office action will be 
repeated. 
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Claim Objections 

8. Claim 14 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

• Claim 14 or dependent upon a cancelled claim (claim 5). For examination 
purposes it will be assume that claim 14 was supposed to depend on claim 1. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the dilTcicnccs between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject niaucr as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the ai t to w hich said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claim 1. 7. 11. 13. and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ito (Japanese Publ. No. 05-083625 A) in view of Konno (Japanese Publ. No. 06-175208 

AL 

1 1 . Regarding claim 1, Ito discloses a camera that is capable of capturing a still image during 
the capture of video image. More specifically and as it relates to the applicant's claims, Ito 
discloses a first notifying means (flash plate, 8; paragraph 0007) for visually notifying a subject 
that a photographic operation of a still image is to be performed when a release button (trigger 
switch, 6) is pushed during the photography of a moving image. 

Ito however fails to specifically disclose that the first notifying means lights up or flashes 
when the release button is pressed half-way down. Konno, on the other hand, discloses that it is 
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well known in the art to emit a light or blink an exposure of light upon the half-press of a shutter 
button during the capture of a still image. More specifically, Konno appears to show that upon a 
half-press of a shutter button the information that promotes the consciousness effect is emitted. 
Furthermore, upon a full press the still image is captured. See Figure 9 and paragraphs 0006 and 
0015. Such an operation warns a user when a still photograph is being imaged. See paragraph 
0004. When used in conjunction with Ito, one of ordinary skill in the art would have found it 
obvious to emit a light or flash fi-om the device of Ito when a still image is to be captured. 

12. As for claim 7, Ito discloses that focusing is performed during the photography of the 
moving image (see paragraph 0010). 

1 3 . With regard to claim 11, as discussed in claim 1 , the combination of Ito and Konno 
discloses all of the limitations of the parent claim. However, while Konno does disclose the use 
of a blinking light, Konno fails to disclose that the light is an LED. On the other hand, the 
benefits of LED lights in the Ughting applications are notorious well known. LED's arc cheap, 
last a very long time, and easy to manufacture. Therefore, Official Notice is taken as to the fact 
that it the use of LED's as a light source is well known in the art for the above mentioned 
reasons. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to make the light of Konno an LED light. 

14. Regarding claim 13, Ito discloses that moving image photography is performed as long as 
the moving image trigger (5) is pressed. See paragraph 0010. Furthermore, Konno discloses that 
the light that promotes the consciousness effect is activated upon a half press (SWl) of the 
shutter button. When used in combination, these two references disclose the claimed limitation. 
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15. As for claim 14, Ito discloses that a still image can be captured using the still image 
capture button (6) during the capture of a moving image. See paragraph 001 1 . Furthermore, 
Konno discloses the capture of a still image upon the fiiU depression (SW2) of the shutter button. 
When used in combination, these two references disclose the claimed limitation. 

16. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ito (Japanese 
Publ. No. 05-083625 A) in view of Konno (Japanese Publ. No. 06-175208 A) and further in 
view of Havaslii et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6.944.345V 

17. Regarding claim 4, as mentioned above in the discussion of claim 1, the combination of 
Ito and Konno discloses all of the limitations of the parent claim. The aforementioned references 
however, fail to explicitly disclose that the settings related to the photography operation are 
displayed in a display portion when the release button is pressed half-way down. Hayashi, on the 
other hand, discloses that it is well known in the art to display focus settings for the capture of a 
still image when a release button is pressed halfway down. More specifically, Hayashi discloses 
in column 7, lines 14-30 that upon the half press of a release button (actuation assembly, 3 13) a 
focus area is displayed on the monitor (310) in order to inform the user of the focus position. 
The focus area is interpreted to be a setting related to the photography operation. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to enable a half press of the combined 
release button of Ito and Konno to effect the display of a focus area setting so that the user is 
informed of the focus area used in the photographing operation. 
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18. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ito 
(Japanese Publ. No. 05-083625 A) in view of Konno (Japanese Publ. No. 06-175208 A) and 
further in view of Iwata et al. (U.S. Patent No. 4.472.042) . 

19. Regarding claim 12, as mentioned above in the discussion of claim 1, the combination of 
Ito and Konno disclose all of the limitations of the parent claim. The aforementioned references, 
however, fails to specifically disclose that the flash lamp of Ito is popped up upon a half press of 
the shutter button. Iwata, on the other hand, discloses that it is well known in the art to pop up a 
flash when needed during the capture of a still image upon a half depression of a shutter button. 
More specifically, Iwata teaches that the flash (15) is raised after a half-depression of the shutter 
button. Such an operation eliminates the need for the flash to be manually popped up and allows 
enough time to prepare for photography. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to pop up the flash of Ito upon a half 
press of the shutter button to prepare for the still image capture. 

20. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ito (Japanese 
Publ. No. 05-083625 A) in view of Konno (Japanese Publ. No. 06-175208 A) and further in 
view of Dow et al. (U.S. Publ. No. 2004/0090533). 

21. Regarding claim 8, as mentioned above in the discussion of claim 1, the combination of 
Ito and Konna discloses all of the limitations of the parent claim. The aforementioned references 
however, fail to explicitly disclose that a focus readjustment operation is performed when the 
release button is pressed halfway down or a second notifying means for notifying that focus is 
corrected after the readjustment operation is completed. Dow discloses that it is well known in 
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the art to perform a focus readjustment operation in a combined still/moving image camera with 
the half press of a release button. More specifically, Dow discloses a camera (102) with a still 
image capture trigger (110). When the still image capture trigger is half pressed a focus 
operation is carried out (paragraph 0020). Such an operation ensures that a highly focused still 
image is captured at the time of a still image shutter release. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to allow the 
combined camera of Ito and Konno to perform a focus readjustment operation with the half press 
of the release button so that a highly focused still image is captured. 

Additionally, the combination of Ito and Konno fails to specifically disclose the use of a 
second notifying means for notifying that the focus operation is complete. Official Notice is 
taken as to the fact that it is well known in the art to include a notifying means (i.e. LED 
indication or display icon) for indicating the image is in-focus. Such an indication provides the 
user with an indication that focus is complete and that the still image capture can be initiated, 
thereby preventing the captvire of an out of focus image. Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include a second 
notifying means in the combined camera of Ito, Konno, and Dow to indicate that the focus 
readjustment operation is complete so that the capture of an out of focus image is prevented. 

22. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JOHN M. VILLECCO whose telephone number is (571)272- 
73 19. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sinh Tran can be reached on (571) 272-7564. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/JOHN M. VILLECCO/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2622 
July 9, 2009 



